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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address » 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER. FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomris the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Inoue et 

al. (20030063321) in view of Nolting (6,718,308). 

As to claim Inoue teaches a method for identifying image file using voice information, 

comprising the steps of: 

Capturing an image with a digital camera; 
Capturing voice keywords associated with the image; 
Storing the image and the keywords; and 

Searching the image data using the voice keyword (abstract; par. 009-01 2; 
Figs. 1-5). 
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"[0044] The adaptor 103 has the following function as a function unique to the 
present embodiment: the adaptor 103 has a function to voice-recognize a voice 
message input through the microphone 203, extract words from the message, convert 
the words into text data, and attach them to the image data as keywords for image 
searches and a title" 

"[0061] A phrase A in FIG. 4 indicates an example of extracting keywords from a 
speech that was input. When a user voice-inputs "Photograph of night view of 
Yokohama," the underlined sections, a (Yokohama), b (night view), c (photograph) of 
the phrase A in FIG. 4 are extracted by the voice recognition/keyword extraction section 
303 as keywords (character string data). These keywords will be used to search the 
desired image data (the image file) in the application server 108" 

Even though Inoque clearly teaches where the voice tag (keywords) that are 
extracted from the voice information using speech recognition are for searching the 
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corresponding image it doesn't explicitly teach the process where the Image are 
retrelved by speaking the voice tag. 

Molting however teaches a media presentation system controlled by voice 
tags/clips that are obtained using speech recognition technology, where an utterance (a 
voice tag) that is representative of an image clip is recognized by a voice recognition to 
retrieve the image (Flg.1, 7; Col.4, line 36-Col.5, line 15; Col.8, line 45-Col.9, line 40). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicants invention to Include the retrieving of the Image by uttering the keywords that 
were extracted and stored for search purpose in Inoque arts as claimed, especially In 
view of Molting, since speech command is a convenient and hands free user interface 
that is used for multiple purposes including for retrieving media information. 

As to claims 2-3, the camera and the media in Inoue as well as Molting teaching 
include a digital camera used to take videos as well. 

Inoue also teaches where lists of Image file are stored. 

Claim 4 is analogous to claim 1 and therefore rejected by Inoue in view of Molting 
for the foregoing reasons. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-4 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel D. Abebe whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7615. The examiner can normally be reached on monday-friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Hudspeth can be reached on 571-272-7843. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http;//pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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